This article aims to investigate free vibration and buckling of functionally graded (FG) nanoporous metal foam (NPMF) nanoshells. The first-order shear deformation (FSD) shell theory is adopted and the theoretical model is formulated by using Mindlin's most general strain gradient theory, which can derive several well-known simplified models. The symmetric and unsymmetric nanoporosity distributions are considered for the structural composition. Hamilton's principle is employed to deduce the governing equations as well as the boundary conditions. Then, via the Navier solution technique, an analytical solution for the free vibration and buckling of FG NPMF nanoshells is presented. Afterwards, a detailed parametric analysis is conducted to highlight the effects of the nanoporosity coefficient, nanoporosity distribution, length scale parameter, and geometrical parameters on the mechanical behaviors of FG NPMF nanoshells.
Introduction
Functionally graded materials (FGMs) have a continuous and smooth graded distribution of material properties in the spatial field. Due to their superior properties and advantages, FGMs have been successfully extended to various engineering applications and received much attention . Recently, a breakthrough made it possible to realize desired structural properties by adjusting the local density of structures, thereby developing novel functionally graded (FG) porous structures composed of metal foams having graded density [25] [26] [27] [28] . The application of nanoporous metal foams (NPMFs) has been extended to some advanced engineering fields due to their extremely high specific surface area [29] [30] [31] [32] . This kind of material has a combination of properties that is not achievable for ceramics, metals, or dense polymers.
Micro/nanostructures have been successfully used in shape memory alloys [33] and micro-and nano-electro-mechanical systems (MEMS and NEMS) [34, 35] . The small-scale effects on the mechanical behaviors of micro/nanostructures have been experimentally observed in their applications [36, 37] . It was revealed that the mechanical behaviors of micro/nanostructures were different from their macro counterparts due to the size effect [38, 39] . Due to the lack of intrinsic material length scale parameters, the classical continuum theory has no ability to predict the mechanical characteristics of micro/nanostructures. Therefore, several size-dependent continuum theories have been proposed to compensate for the drawbacks of the classical continuum theory for micro/nanostructures. One of the size-dependent continuum theories is Mindlin's strain gradient theory (SGT) [40] , which is known as the general form of the SGT containing five additional material length scale parameters compared to the 
where ζ = z/h, the nanoporosity coefficients are e 0 = 1 − E * 0 /E * 1 (0 ≤ e 0 < 1) and e m = 1 − ρ * 0 /ρ * 1 (0 ≤ e m < 1), ρ * 0 and ρ * 1 are the minimum and maximum values of the mass density, respectively. The minimum Young's modulus E * 0 and the maximum value E * 1 are related to the minimum shear modulus µ * 0 and the maximum value µ * 1 according to µ * i = For an open-cell metal foam, we have [75, 76] :
Thus, the relation between e 0 and e m is obtained as:
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(a) Figures 2 and 3 give the variations of mass density and Young's modulus, respectively, of the FG NPMF nanoshell along the thickness direction. Note that both kinds of nanoporosity distribution have the same minimum and maximum values of mass density and elasticity modulus. For the nanoporosity-1 nanoshell, it possesses the minimum values of mass density and Young's modulus on the middle surface (z = 0) of the nanoshell; while the maximum values are on the outer (z = h/2) and inner (z = −h/2) surfaces which are equal to the values of the nanoshell that consisted of solid metal. For the nanoporosity-2, mass density and elasticity modulus have the minimum values on the inner surface and gradually increase to the maximum values on the outer surface of the shell. Figure 1 . Schematic of a functionally graded (FG) nanoporous metal foam (NPMF) cylindrical nanoshell. (a) Coordinate system; (b) nanoporosity-1; (c) nanoporosity-2. Figure 2 and 3 give the variations of mass density and Young's modulus, respectively, of the FG NPMF nanoshell along the thickness direction. Note that both kinds of nanoporosity distribution have the same minimum and maximum values of mass density and elasticity modulus. For the nanoporosity-1 nanoshell, it possesses the minimum values of mass density and Young's modulus on the middle surface (z = 0) of the nanoshell; while the maximum values are on the outer (z = h/2) and inner (z = −h/2) surfaces which are equal to the values of the nanoshell that consisted of solid metal. For the nanoporosity-2, mass density and elasticity modulus have the minimum values on the inner surface and gradually increase to the maximum values on the outer surface of the shell. 
Theory and Formulation

General SGT
As we know, the strain energy density in the CT is described as the function of the strain tensor ε. The strain energy density in Mindlin's SGT, however, also incorporates the third-order strain gradient tensor ξ. Therefore, the strain energy density W has the most general form [40, 77] : (9) in which ai (i=1, 2, …, 5) are additional constants which can accommodate the small-scale effect of micro/nanostructures, and λ is Lame's first parameter defined as [ 
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In Equation (9), the third-order strain gradient tensor ξ and infinitesimal strain tensor ε are defined as [40] :
in which u represents the displacement vector and ∇ is gradient operator. The double stress tensor τ ijk and Cauchy stress tensor σ ij are written as [80] :
where δ ij represent the Kronecker delta.
Constitutive Relations and Strain Energy
The displacement field for the FG NPMF cylindrical nanoshell according to the FSD shell theory can be defined as [81] [82] [83] [84] [85] :
In Equation (15) , u x , u y , and u z stand for the displacements of any point in the nanoshell along the x, y, and z directions, respectively; u, v, and w denote displacement components of a point at the middle surface; ψ x and ψ y are the rotations of the transverse normals about the y and x axes, respectively; and t denotes time.
The nonzero constituents of strain tensor ε are given by: [86, 87] 
where φ 0 , ϕ 0 , and k 0 are the middle surface strains, φ 1 , ϕ 1 , and k 1 are changes in the curvature and torsion of the middle surface, and γ 1 and γ 2 are the transverse shear strains. They are given by:
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By inserting Equations (16) and (18) into Equations (13) and (14), one can get the nonzero constituents of σ and τ as follows:
Based on the general SGT, the stored strain energy, Π S , in a linear elastic material occupying volume V can be given by [77] :
If the strain energy is symbolized by classical part Π C and non-classical part Π NC , the total strain energy is expressed as:
in which, (25) In Equations (24) and (25) , the non-classical and classical resultant moments and forces are expressed as follows: (27) in which
Furthermore, the work Π P carried out by axial loads N 0 xx can be written as:
Variational Formulation
Using Hamilton's principle,
Inserting Equations (23), (27) and (29) 
δw : 
where,
Simultaneously, boundary conditions are derived as:
δv ,x = 0 or T xxy n x + T yyx n y = 0, δv ,y = 0 or T xyy n x + T yyy n y = 0.
where n x as well as n y indicate the direction cosines of the outward unit normal to the boundary of the mid-plane.
Substituting Equation (36) into Equations (31)- (35) and considering Equation (17) and Appendix A, it yields the governing equations in terms of u, v, w, ψ x , and ψ y :
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It is worth mentioning that the present general strain gradient nanoshell model can reduce to those of MCST, MSGT, and CT. The MSGT model can be achieved if a i (i = 1, 2, . . . , 5) are defined by three material length scale parameters as follows:
where l 0 , l 1 , and l 2 are material length scale parameters corresponding to dilatation gradients, deviatoric stretch gradients and symmetric rotation gradients, respectively. In the following discussion, we assume that all the material length scale parameters are the same, namely, l 0 = l 1 = l 2 = l. In addition, by setting a 1 = a 2 = a 3 = a 4 = a 5 = 0, the present nanoshell model can be simplified to the CT-based model. Moreover, the MCST model [51] can be achieved if a i (i = 1, 2, . . . , 5) are set as:
Closed-Form Solution
Herein, we employ the Navier solution technique to analyze the free vibration and axial buckling behaviors of an FG NPMF cylindrical nanoshell. Navier's method can obtain an analytical solution by introducing the double trigonometric series. Note that this method is only applicable to the simply supported boundary condition. For the other boundary conditions which are different from the simply supported boundary condition, other numerical methods such as the finite element method, differential quadrature method, finite difference method, meshless method, and wavelet method can be used. As an example, the boundary condition of the FG NPMF nanoshell considered in our study is simply supported at edges x = 0 as well as x = L, so one obtains:
The Navier procedure is used by assuming the displacements as follows:
in which α m = mπ/L, n is the circumferential wave number, and m is the axial half-wave number. Inserting Equation (50) into Equations (42)-(46) and then eliminating the trigonometric functions, the equations can be re-represented in the matrix form as:
where the displacement vector d, mass matrix M, geometric stiffness matrix K g , and stiffness matrix
in which the elements in these matrices are given in Appendix C. If the dynamic displacement is considered, the form of the displacement vector d can be written as d = d * e iωt . Once we ignore N 0 xx , the eigenvalue problem of free vibrating nanoshells can be obtained as:
where ω represents the natural frequency of the FG NPMF nanoshell. The non-trivial solution requires vanishing of the determinant of the coefficient matrix in Equation (56) [92] [93] [94] [95] [96] [97] [98] . Buckling loads of the FG NPMF nanoshell can be obtained by neglecting the inertia term in Equation (51) . Letting N 0 xx = −F, one can get:
where F denotes the buckling load. For different combinations of m and n, there exists a minimum value which satisfies Equation (57) . This minimum value is termed as the critical buckling load F cr .
Validation
Some comparative studies are first undertaken to prove the reliability of the present analysis.
Example 1: Homogeneous Cylindrical Nanoshell Based on the MSGT
In Table 1 , the present results for a homogeneous simply supported cylindrical nanoshell are compared with those obtained by Zhang et al. [99] . The parameters used are: E = 1.06TPa, ν = 0.3, ρ = 2300 kg/m 3 , R = 2.32 nm, and L/R = 5. The frequency parameter ω = ωR ρ/E of the nanoshell is obtained based on the MSGT. One can see that the results from the current study coincide with those reported in Reference [99] . 
Example 2: Homogeneous Cylindrical Nanoshells Based on the MCST
In Table 2 , the comparison study is conducted for natural frequency Ω = ωR ρ/E of a homogeneous nanoscale cylindrical shell with a simply supported boundary condition by using the MCST. The adopted material properties are: E = 1.06 TPa, ν = 0.3, ρ = 2300 kg/m 3 . It is observed that the obtained results have a reasonable accordance with those reported [100] . 
Example 3: FG Cylindrical Shell
Herein, a comparison study is conducted for a simply supported FG cylindrical shell without considering the size effect, as given in Table 3 . The FG shell is made of the mixture of Stainless Steel (SS) and Nickel (Ni) with the following material parameters: E SS = 207.788 GPa, ρ SS = 8166 kg/m 3 and ν SS = 0.317756 for SS, and E Ni = 205.098 GPa, ρ Ni = 8900 kg/m 3 and ν NI = 0.31 for Ni. Our study yields an excellent agreement with Reference [101] , bespeaking the correctness of the current research. 
Results and Discussion
In this section, size-dependent free vibration and axial buckling of an FG NPMF nanoshell simply supported at both ends are studied. The material properties of the nanoshell are E * 1 = 200 GPa, ρ * 1 = 7850 kg/m 3 , and ν = 1/3. The dimensionless natural frequency is defined as Ω = ωR ρ * 1 /E * 1 and the dimensionless buckling load is F= F/A 110 , where A 110 is the specific value of A 11 for the homogeneous nanoshell made of solid metal. Table 4 shows the variation of dimensionless natural frequency with the circumferential wave number for various length scale parameters. It is found that by increasing the dimensionless length scale parameter, the natural frequencies of the system decrease. Moreover, the fundamental natural frequency occurs at n = 2, independent of the length scale parameter. In the following studies, the mode (1, 2) is chosen as a representative mode. The dimensionless natural frequency versus nanoporosity coefficient for different theories and nanoporosity distributions is illustrated in Figure 4 . Results show that the natural frequency decreases by increasing the nanoporosity coefficient, indicating that the nano-pores decrease the effective stiffness of the nanoshell. Furthermore, the nanoporosity-2 nanoshell has a lower natural frequency than its nanoporosity-1 counterpart. It is observed that the natural frequencies predicted by the MCST and MSGT are greater than the natural frequency predicted by the CT. In other words, the additional length scale parameter makes the FG NPMF nanoshell stiffer. This is due to the extra stiffness introduced in the MCST and MSGT. n=5 Table 4 shows the variation of dimensionless natural frequency with the circumferential wave number for various length scale parameters. It is found that by increasing the dimensionless length scale parameter, the natural frequencies of the system decrease. Moreover, the fundamental natural frequency occurs at n=2, independent of the length scale parameter. In the following studies, the mode (1, 2) is chosen as a representative mode.
Free Vibration Analysis
The dimensionless natural frequency versus nanoporosity coefficient for different theories and nanoporosity distributions is illustrated in Figure 4 . Results show that the natural frequency decreases by increasing the nanoporosity coefficient, indicating that the nano-pores decrease the effective stiffness of the nanoshell. Furthermore, the nanoporosity-2 nanoshell has a lower natural frequency than its nanoporosity-1 counterpart. It is observed that the natural frequencies predicted by the MCST and MSGT are greater than the natural frequency predicted by the CT. In other words, the additional length scale parameter makes the FG NPMF nanoshell stiffer. This is due to the extra stiffness introduced in the MCST and MSGT. Depicted in Figure 5 is the variation of the dimensionless natural frequency against the dimensionless length scale parameter. It is seen that the size effect on natural frequency is more pronounced when the thickness of the nanoshell is comparable to the length scale parameter. The dimensionless natural frequencies from the MCST and MSGT converge to the results from the CT for a large value of the dimensionless length scale parameter, indicating that the larger dimensionless length scale parameter diminishes the size effect on the natural frequency of the FG NPMF nanoshell. Table 4 shows the variation of dimensionless natural frequency with the circumferential wave number for various length scale parameters. It is found that by increasing the dimensionless length scale parameter, the natural frequencies of the system decrease. Moreover, the fundamental natural frequency occurs at n=2, independent of the length scale parameter. In the following studies, the mode (1, 2) is chosen as a representative mode.
The dimensionless natural frequency versus nanoporosity coefficient for different theories and nanoporosity distributions is illustrated in Figure 4 . Results show that the natural frequency decreases by increasing the nanoporosity coefficient, indicating that the nano-pores decrease the effective stiffness of the nanoshell. Furthermore, the nanoporosity-2 nanoshell has a lower natural frequency than its nanoporosity-1 counterpart. It is observed that the natural frequencies predicted by the MCST and MSGT are greater than the natural frequency predicted by the CT. In other words, the additional length scale parameter makes the FG NPMF nanoshell stiffer. This is due to the extra stiffness introduced in the MCST and MSGT. Figure 6 plots the dimensionless natural frequency versus length-to-radius ratio with different theories and nanoporosity distributions. One can see that as the length-to-radius ratio increases, the dimensionless natural frequency decreases gradually. Compared to the MCST, the MSGT leads to more reasonable results due to the introduction of an additional deviatoric stretch gradient tensor and the dilatation gradient tensor in addition to the symmetric rotation gradient tensor.
Depicted in Figure 5 is the variation of the dimensionless natural frequency against the dimensionless length scale parameter. It is seen that the size effect on natural frequency is more pronounced when the thickness of the nanoshell is comparable to the length scale parameter. The dimensionless natural frequencies from the MCST and MSGT converge to the results from the CT for a large value of the dimensionless length scale parameter, indicating that the larger dimensionless length scale parameter diminishes the size effect on the natural frequency of the FG NPMF nanoshell. Figure 6 plots the dimensionless natural frequency versus length-to-radius ratio with different theories and nanoporosity distributions. One can see that as the length-to-radius ratio increases, the dimensionless natural frequency decreases gradually. Compared to the MCST, the MSGT leads to more reasonable results due to the introduction of an additional deviatoric stretch gradient tensor and the dilatation gradient tensor in addition to the symmetric rotation gradient tensor. Figure 7 illustrates the effect of the thickness-to-radius ratio on the dimensionless natural frequency of the FG NPMF nanoshell. As expected, the natural frequency of the FG NPMF nanoshell increases with the rise of thickness-to-radius. This is because the larger thickness-to-radius ratio results in the enhancement of the nanoshell stiffness. Moreover, the difference among the results obtained from the MCST, MSGT, and CT becomes more and more notable as the ratio of thickness-to-radius increases, indicating that the size effect is more significant at the larger thickness-to-radius ratio. Depicted in Figure 5 is the variation of the dimensionless natural frequency against the dimensionless length scale parameter. It is seen that the size effect on natural frequency is more pronounced when the thickness of the nanoshell is comparable to the length scale parameter. The dimensionless natural frequencies from the MCST and MSGT converge to the results from the CT for a large value of the dimensionless length scale parameter, indicating that the larger dimensionless length scale parameter diminishes the size effect on the natural frequency of the FG NPMF nanoshell. Figure 6 plots the dimensionless natural frequency versus length-to-radius ratio with different theories and nanoporosity distributions. One can see that as the length-to-radius ratio increases, the dimensionless natural frequency decreases gradually. Compared to the MCST, the MSGT leads to more reasonable results due to the introduction of an additional deviatoric stretch gradient tensor and the dilatation gradient tensor in addition to the symmetric rotation gradient tensor. 
Buckling Analysis
The effect of the length scale parameter on the dimensionless buckling load is shown in Table 5 . It is revealed that by increasing the dimensionless length scale parameter, the buckling load of the system decreases. Additionally, with the increase of circumferential wave number, the buckling load first decreases and then increases. It is noted that the critical buckling load occurs at n = 2. Figure 8 plots the dimensionless critical buckling load versus nanoporosity coefficient for both nanoporosity distributions based on the MCST, MSGT, and CT. As can be observed, the larger nanoporosity coefficient results in a lower dimensionless critical buckling load. Moreover, the nanoporosity-1 nanoshell has a higher critical buckling load than its nanoporosity-2 counterpart. The difference between them tends to be significant with the increase of the nanoporosity coefficient. Furthermore, compared to the MCST, the MSGT leads to a more reasonable buckling load due to the introduction of an additional deviatoric stretch gradient tensor and dilatation gradient tensor in addition to the symmetric rotation gradient tensor. Figure 7 illustrates the effect of the thickness-to-radius ratio on the dimensionless natural frequency of the FG NPMF nanoshell. As expected, the natural frequency of the FG NPMF nanoshell increases with the rise of thickness-to-radius. This is because the larger thickness-to-radius ratio results in the enhancement of the nanoshell stiffness. Moreover, the difference among the results obtained from the MCST, MSGT, and CT becomes more and more notable as the ratio of thicknessto-radius increases, indicating that the size effect is more significant at the larger thickness-to-radius ratio.
The effect of the length scale parameter on the dimensionless buckling load is shown in Table 5 . It is revealed that by increasing the dimensionless length scale parameter, the buckling load of the system decreases. Additionally, with the increase of circumferential wave number, the buckling load first decreases and then increases. It is noted that the critical buckling load occurs at n = 2. Figure 8 plots the dimensionless critical buckling load versus nanoporosity coefficient for both nanoporosity distributions based on the MCST, MSGT, and CT. As can be observed, the larger nanoporosity coefficient results in a lower dimensionless critical buckling load. Moreover, the nanoporosity-1 nanoshell has a higher critical buckling load than its nanoporosity-2 counterpart. The difference between them tends to be significant with the increase of the nanoporosity coefficient. Furthermore, compared to the MCST, the MSGT leads to a more reasonable buckling load due to the introduction of an additional deviatoric stretch gradient tensor and dilatation gradient tensor in addition to the symmetric rotation gradient tensor. Figure 9 compares the variation of the dimensionless critical buckling load with the dimensionless length scale parameter based on classical and non-classical shell models. It is noted that the critical buckling load decreases with the increasing dimensionless length scale parameter. In addition, the difference among the results from the three models (MCST, MSGT, and CT) is diminishing when the dimensionless length scale parameter tends to large, indicating that the size effect is only significant when the thickness of the nanoshell is comparable to the length scale parameter. This phenomenon was also found in microplates and microbeams [41, 47, 102] .
that the critical buckling load decreases with the increasing dimensionless length scale parameter. In addition, the difference among the results from the three models (MCST, MSGT, and CT) is diminishing when the dimensionless length scale parameter tends to large, indicating that the size effect is only significant when the thickness of the nanoshell is comparable to the length scale parameter. This phenomenon was also found in microplates and microbeams [41, 47, 102] . Depicted in Figure 10 is the variation of the dimensionless buckling load with the length-toradius ratio for both kinds of nanoporosity distribution. It can be seen that with the increase of the length-to-radius ratio, the dimensionless buckling load first decreases and then increases. Moreover, the dimensionless buckling load obtained through the MSGT is greater than those predicted via the CT and MCST. The difference between the results obtained by the MCST, MSGT, and CT becomes more and more significant as the length-to-radius ratio rises. Depicted in Figure 10 is the variation of the dimensionless buckling load with the length-to-radius ratio for both kinds of nanoporosity distribution. It can be seen that with the increase of the length-to-radius ratio, the dimensionless buckling load first decreases and then increases. Moreover, the dimensionless buckling load obtained through the MSGT is greater than those predicted via the CT and MCST. The difference between the results obtained by the MCST, MSGT, and CT becomes more and more significant as the length-to-radius ratio rises.
that the critical buckling load decreases with the increasing dimensionless length scale parameter. In addition, the difference among the results from the three models (MCST, MSGT, and CT) is diminishing when the dimensionless length scale parameter tends to large, indicating that the size effect is only significant when the thickness of the nanoshell is comparable to the length scale parameter. This phenomenon was also found in microplates and microbeams [41, 47, 102] . Depicted in Figure 10 is the variation of the dimensionless buckling load with the length-toradius ratio for both kinds of nanoporosity distribution. It can be seen that with the increase of the length-to-radius ratio, the dimensionless buckling load first decreases and then increases. Moreover, the dimensionless buckling load obtained through the MSGT is greater than those predicted via the CT and MCST. The difference between the results obtained by the MCST, MSGT, and CT becomes more and more significant as the length-to-radius ratio rises. Figure 11 plots the dimensionless buckling load with respect to the thickness-to-radius ratio for both kinds of nanoporosity distribution. As can be seen, the increase in the thickness-to-radius ratio contributes to the higher buckling load of the FG NPMF nanoshell. This is due to the fact that the larger thickness-to-radius ratio enhances the stiffness of the FG NPMF nanoshell. Nanomaterials 2019, 9, x FOR PEER REVIEW 21 of 30 Figure 11 . Dimensionless buckling load versus thickness-to-radius ratio (m = 1, n = 2, h = 10 nm, L = 4R, h = 2l, e0 = 0.5). Figure 11 plots the dimensionless buckling load with respect to the thickness-to-radius ratio for both kinds of nanoporosity distribution. As can be seen, the increase in the thickness-to-radius ratio contributes to the higher buckling load of the FG NPMF nanoshell. This is due to the fact that the larger thickness-to-radius ratio enhances the stiffness of the FG NPMF nanoshell.
Conclusions
In this paper, size-dependent free vibration and buckling of FG NPMF cylindrical nanoshells are investigated based upon the FSD shell theory and general SGT. The symmetric and unsymmetric nanoporosity distributions are considered for the structural composition. Governing equations, as well as corresponding boundary conditions, are derived via Hamilton's principle. Moreover, the Navier solution technique is employed to derive the analytical solutions for FG NPMF nanoshells with a simply supported boundary condition. The conclusions can be summarized as follows:
(1) Nanoporosity distribution has a significant influence on the vibration and buckling characteristics of FG NPMF nanoshells. Natural frequencies and buckling loads of the nanoporosity-2 nanoshell are lower than those of the nanoporosity-1 nanoshell. As the nanoporosity coefficient increases, natural frequencies and buckling loads of the nanoshell decrease. (2) Natural frequencies of the FG NPMF nanoshells decrease with the increasing length-toradius ratio. Additionally, the larger thickness-to-radius ratio leads to the higher natural frequency of the FG NPMF nanoshell. (3) Buckling loads decrease first and then increase with the increase of the length-to-radius ratio. Furthermore, buckling loads increase with the increasing thickness-to-radius ratio of the nanoshell. (4) When the nanoshell thickness is approximately equal to the length scale parameter, the MSGT is more appropriate than the CT and MCST for free vibration and buckling analysis of FG NPMF nanoshells. Funding: This research was funded by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant no. 11672188).
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Conclusions
(1) Nanoporosity distribution has a significant influence on the vibration and buckling characteristics of FG NPMF nanoshells. Natural frequencies and buckling loads of the nanoporosity-2 nanoshell are lower than those of the nanoporosity-1 nanoshell. As the nanoporosity coefficient increases, natural frequencies and buckling loads of the nanoshell decrease. (2) Natural frequencies of the FG NPMF nanoshells decrease with the increasing length-to-radius ratio. Additionally, the larger thickness-to-radius ratio leads to the higher natural frequency of the FG NPMF nanoshell. (3) Buckling loads decrease first and then increase with the increase of the length-to-radius ratio. Furthermore, buckling loads increase with the increasing thickness-to-radius ratio of the nanoshell. (4) When the nanoshell thickness is approximately equal to the length scale parameter, the MSGT is more appropriate than the CT and MCST for free vibration and buckling analysis of FG NPMF nanoshells. 
